To ^flUin Shoa from Harold JiS aaaasjiaatioo and ?A rooordo ap,«ls 6/2^80 

DoHberate otoaenallins 

The Depoptaent^s oollaboxatioii la tha FHI *8 1967 plan to ••etop" me and my irritinA' 

Heferrals 

Dopartnent pl ea< 3 1 n gi in C.A. 75-1996 and elaevhopo ro classified ztsfermls 

la 6 / 15 /BO appeal I paiood quostlona ^bout hw copleo of two of isy latter^ to 
Havel Iatoi:jLscaaoe oervioe uere provided in belated, portial ooi^pIiAinco by t>te Depart 
lants HOUSii and no other cpoinpwaont. Xttaohod to that appeal vno one I had just 
wxxttan to the CrimiAal ^visslon about its loiiij-dtlayed partial ooiipliauce* 

la recent past I roo^ved a nuabor of oamLOinioatiaaa fixm vniicus afiaiiCiee, 
ft .IIog Hd .ly in rospcKiae to ruqusots never identified and in at leant one o&so fmm an 
agency of whicu 1 had never made any request. inquirlos ©licitou no E^eaninc^ul 
x^esyjonsest except with one agonoyf to which X had aant a copy of a coziipletely ixioonox^hcn!-* 
oiblg^ODnunicatlQ^ from the National Security Oousu:dLl. From that one agcancy, I 
finally rooeived a pnrtiel S 3 ;pIanation yooterday* A copy of it e^id ny reeponae are 
attaohed to t:tlSft H3C la ^ agency of which I had Bade no request. 

From DoDp and from it alonOf I leaxncKl that all of those coraaisiioatloKis not orplaind 
by any of tlie other agendS8» not eveon when I inquired^ are attzlbutablo to 2>epnrt- 
aait*B belated action on a roferrml frow fflCS in respcaiae to hy ^/2^/XL request. ^ThlB Is 
to oay that the Dopartaent gtcmswllod for three years - and still has not ooepliod 

with either the JX or PA records. 

This also is to soy that the Department oroheBtrateo misuse of referj^^Js as a aeans 
of 

sis non- c on p ai a n c e. If it didn*t invent that Cointel|ao tilde agaiiist FOIA and roquastere. 

It appears to be highly unlikely that tbs KIS referral wa^ to £0USA and it alone. It 
therefore ap.joars to be lilosly that ether cottponants arc In dollbar;;te ix)a-<«ipli£moe still. 

With the enclosed DoD letter I received a copy of a ocLoe-claoidfied (SSCPJl-T) record. 

It is not a rccozd generated by I>oD. It is a Secret Service pecordt and D 6 BI informed me 
that any appeal should be addressed to the Secret Service. This record should have been 
provided by or at least accounted for by Secret Service in x^ponse to ry 1971 request of it. 
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Sgoret 3er)doe did neltber* 

This giv»a tho 2l« to the Separtnaat's xepgrMieatatiaa - to oovw Btooowalllng and 

non-ooiapliano9 - that It oay not pawAdB declasaified rw»td» it did not origLnate. In 

fact the ^epartoent has providod oa with declsesiriad infonaation of other oeenciSB. The 

Deportecsnt, whilo not oonteatins nor affidavits attosttng to this, hL meraly reproBanted 

to the oontraxy to the courts and tias provailad by its ralsroproscatatlons, 

I960 

Thie suddaq/fltncy of activity tor otlicr «£eaoloa» in rcapooea to tl» SIS 1977 
rafsxxta, rc-flttcts tha prohahility of belated Oepartnoat actioc.. In turn, that aug- 
aosta that tha Departaeat haa soao purpose in mind, lils) creatlnf; another attuatlcai 
It can cisrepresont* 

At tho tine it vaa Btocoaa lllng the MS refarral and otlicr of ny roquosts of it, 
for racopcls on lao and portoi n l n s to teo Kennedy and Klaa aasaaainatioos, tha IteiJartoait, 
thouah ita t^ivil Hviaion, the f3I and yen, war lawviding tostixaoay to the Saaata. One 
urtoown to oe (to this day) tad citad to that coa.itteo tho fact tho ?2I had not 

acted QDi about 25 ol requeata* 

l*be quaatioa of your not acting od jqy appaala did not up» 

For FSIp the reapozisa of ita altoeas me forthooiiaijai^* He ubjb polite In tolling 
the ^.ienate# in effeotn uhere to go* And it etill has not ooupHed uith thoee roquaets# 
ih-Viaion pm tended to the purity of the skirts of Caesar* a alfoy 
its Witnoasoa did not mar. It assured tee Senate that it would do aoaethiofi. It did and 
it has - it oontenuea to preaids ovw: the seiae aid additional stonaMBliing, inventing 
new Catetalpro devioea to that and. Utoa ndaleading a ''ourt into having me act as ita 
consultant in my euit afipinsttt tho Ueparteant, for wiiite it wae to pay me. It iffiorod 
Biy consultancy report and it refused and contlnuea to refuae to pay me. The ooat of 
i0»i4ne my report is ggreat. In ntigatlon time alone. At the sane tirai, as most 
recently oy 6/tB/BO appesl replocts. it perslsta in non comiilienoe in response to tuy 
PA request and still withhelds rooorda pertinent to the JHC case, Hpnovar. ay getting - 
iodixedtly, not ftron it - some of ita records - this year, in re pease to ofc 1976 request 
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strong flu&v«st« that it is up to aaoethiJis conaLstmt with Its ioo^j record of non- 
<BcpUazioe and of orcbestratlDg other non-cocpliacuce. 

Of counse I do vaader about this sod vbat it jfepresejxfeo* bore X ac.» b/ years oXd 
■mri seriously isiwoll for five yeers and sH tide effort is devoted to frustretiiX 2 ny 
infoxsation roquosto at a oost that by raw mMi be s? an ap.areclable :jaroanta.'?i of a 
m<T!<nti dollars* not eountind the costs to tlic courts, ray counsal 6oa me, 'fhere was a 
time when the Cmi Division had a ooew of six lavyers an uotfclnc oai rae and ny caaas - 
in all of which J obtained Inproporly withhold Infonaation only after fiUne o«it» 1 
wonder eleo why the ?KC would sinele ne oat to ’•stop*' zae and ay wrttlaa, the word quoted 
fxtn eeveral agents* BeBorenda 1 have obtsinod without action yet on vy appeal portainlivc 
to ay 1 ^5 Pi request. 

ileasonably it onn*t bo becattse I an not a so-called conspiracy theorist or hocaose 
X those axe or bsu.duae I defend the FIJI and othar a^csicios froit thoir idlo 

epecttlstlans presented as char{^. 

Perhaps it is the nature of infomatlon r^uerts, ali of wldah, vionaistent with 
FOIi and its purposes, address the funotlcBiin^ end non-functiordne of fodena atendes 
whEKi oonfiontod wi-tti tiie great traaedy ar.d thersaftor, 

Pertaape there nay bo a olue, if not sn ezplanatictt, in that 1 roi'er to as wcrtludTilQ 
iaforoatloa provide;: by the nllltery ina<y ay yestordey’o le tter to itol’, uhere I refer to 
the death of 1*e ^'artln Schrand, Qno of the wany ruEors is that i*e iiaivey Oswald 

woe reeponslblo for that shooting. Offltdjaiy it vaa a suieddo. It vias invosUeated and 
I received records pertaining to ti^at HrrestiBEtlon. (1 do not isuM what raoains withheld.) 

By way of background, on« of the sarHei* questions, ai^cr the asaassixiatioii, ie was 
Oswald BOOB of fodeiel uEcnt. Thars were uowspaper ana la^gsslne stories sugeestine 
that he worthed for the PHI, which wes ewrfronted with proving a nagstive* Two of the 
suits the Dopartaent defeodod were ny succeaeful efforts to obtain pertlncsit Warren Comlssio; 
azeotivive session transcripts. 'The content of thooe transcripts, which I gave to tlie press 
when 1 obtained thoo, lo not favomble to the FBI, 
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In so* first book, based on qy prior experionoe in intelligeooe, I state that 
Oswald* a career in OrleanB, Just before the aasasainaticn, ia coosisteDt vith 
establisbin^ a cover* I ropeateu this on a 3an ^bmneisoo talk-sbow broadcast in 
December 19t>6 - resaeober w appeal baaed on tba efforts of a s^iabol fnl infonaant to 
red-bait xoe then? - a oallex^ln reported having been a Karine Corp aaaociate of Oveald 
and knowing that Oswald had both crypto and Top Secret clearances* 

2«ow the Warren Ooau^J^aiJaa x^corda reflect Oswald* s CgnUdentjal olearanoe after 
ha finished radar operator training* This and this alone Is reflected in the records 
psBidbteBd provided to tlie CocEiissioa by tlm 21avy* Wheoi the hlH exacinod the )Q{£Cn 
I>avy*s reoorda, iiamadiataly after the assassination, it did not report any Oswald 
security clearance, at least not in any record provided to as. 

The Schrand suidds investl^tion shows that be voa on guard at a Top Secret 
izistollation - end that Oswald ^ioi^sd in it* This clearly does xosan t>iat Oswald 
did have Top Secret clc^jraooo, without which he oould not have woiked there* 

How the FBI nana^od not to report this I don^t know* It did intsrviot the officer 
In ohar^ and I ims not present and know jitaoly wbat the FBI included In e rather 

brlc^' report wliich does not refloct this, I did aaBirire the tostioony thet officer 
gave the the '.barren CrasaladDn, whid; elected to igaore it* Ho slat ?d that in order to 

do the 'TCTiC to 'wldch lie vaa Osiield had to have at Iciaet Secret oleHronoe* He 

** 

was oonfiroed. by £.t loaat one ot;ior IkirlDO* I reported tliee fore^ping in u ^9€l bock* 

It is into 2 ^}.;tikig ic :uo tluit crico tl^e Ftl decided that it bad to ^atop*' no end ny 
writin 4 ; all refei^inccio to ay books diaap^^jcoi’ frosL PSaia records dioolooed under my JTK, 
King end PA r3qu&3ta* The TJl did regularly 'breviow* all (sritical books but in this 
nanagod not to provide any refora:^ to/the last five ol uy eevem books* While t^idxe 
is imxoh false and dai'aaatory infoxxoation disclosed about oe in tha Fiil*e gmeral JFK. 
assasaixiation ivoorda diaclosuz^a of late 1977 and early 197B, they/hcld no roferenoe to 
those five boc^ or to Oswald's soeuxiiy olearanocxs ropurtecl above* 

Not knowing what the Uavy referred to the bepartSKmt, iaclcdino the Fbl, in responao 
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to m 1977 rcquactf I can ont'' Mmdtr if ar^ of the fore^oixifi io iiicluded* bb I alao 
vottl^i vendor It iaii’t if it ioa*t* 

•jhoftld i 30 t voiuior vbftn. tlie and Inter t/iO ofi‘i<s.al oaxididate for 

ihwsirldentiisi aoci^din in tl^t wet evbvei«tve of crlfiM hald oooh hi^ aeourity cloarancoe 
tbo pi'^I diJ net pdfort In a ilveeroluiito rvpuri erdored ty ^x>iwidaat ^'ohnaoii or later in 
all xuniy thiounauds of reports it provided 'so trie Viarrea uoDBolsBion? 

Should ol^ not v^wioii&r vdj&xi Oa*Aid oaoe fii^^eat destroyed a pG^OHUs^ttaanlnation 

to hin Ooirnld too Ji;! alao aupureaaed this for laore than, a deoadat until 

pe?rtuiaiAl to 

aftux- it wno lecikudf and than coatiiujod to cover up^ Kitneae c^r appeals as it that you 
hnve xu>t yet ropliod to? 

ftnta yt o^^j. vfoodcjr thd Axsay* 8 d adaittod dentroction of its J7SC asnasaiziatlosi 

r^Toordo» Inulouin^ t^se of t^ie intelliganoe ooe^<ponmt that opexvLted in Sallae at 
tlio of the- crixaOf the i'dl*o decnido-loug refusal to eoiajdy with my roquaots for 
copioG of the r^3oords pcovidod to it pzdLor to thia dootructlOBat and e deoeuie— loo^ refusal 
to act on tsy appoala*/ i(hy should the dxny have dav troyed any x^.oorda pertaining to the 
aaaaaainatioii cd* the ^reaidout or its iavostifintion? Why ahould the Pnl and the Deport^ 
locnt not z^&;potQd when poaeeaaion of at least eo^ of thotie records was cU.sclo8ed to the 
¥anvui ^>rnid^GiQn7 (dn dmy lntelli 4 ; 8 Qoe xuan# J&sas x^owelli wai:- at the aooM$ with a 
oaoerat woo present in the buildixig xron which th^^ 1T& olaiifts all ahote were fired 
during tbo initial search of that tuildlng#) 

should there bo aziy euoh questions^ any d< *cado-losig refusals to coQl^ly with KXA. 
requoate, any plans to “atop** a writor who raised these and other quoatiLonat or all this 
unseoBtly stonewalling oi* the hI3 roforralaV 

I do appeal t}»& and do ask for expedited roaponse^ given th^ture of the questlonB 
and the indicatioas that ^ ^epartnent xaay be up to sooething tmtowfijrd as a now port of 
this lone-laotii'ig oflapoigi against £ia* 



